Introduction
In January 2012 the Labour MP John Denham observed that 'the political response to the new Englishness is a debate that has hardly begun' (Denham 2012) . While he has not been alone in calling for an active engagement with the so-called 'politics of Englishness' over the past decade, Denham has certainly been in a distinct minority of Westminster-based politicians in the main British political parties. Yet there are signs of a growing recognition amongst the Westminster elite that the changing nature of UK politics in the context of devolution has implications for how policies and issues are framed, and how politicians identify themselves and their parties in relation to England. This paper explores the extent to which there has been a recalibration of party politics amongst Westminster-based unionist parties in the light of both the strengthening of cultural and political identification with Englishness, and the constitutional reform programme instituted by New Labour. The paper assesses to what extent we are witnessing the emergence of a new party politics of Englishness by asking whether parties are becoming more consciously 'Anglicised' -that is explicitly orientated towards England -in their framing of national culture, identity and policies. It also considers the conceptual challenges faced by political parties within multi-layered political systems such as the UK, and explores the implications of multi-nationality for parties operating within asymmetrically-devolved polities.
The context for this paper is fourfold. Firstly, a key debate in much of the recent literature on Englishness has been whether we are witnessing the emergence of an English nationalism, or merely a (re)assertion of a cultural national identity. Richard English (2011) This is a pre-copyedited, author-produced PDF of an article accepted for publication in the British Journal of Politics and International Relations following peer review. The definitive publisher-authenticated version (doi: 10.1111 /j.1467 -856X.2012 was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014) and is available online at: http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1467-856X.2012.00543.x/abstract 2 asserts that it is the latter, arguing that Englishness as it is presently constituted and articulated lacks all the elements of a fully formed nationalism which could seek political recognition. However, Wellings (2012) identifies the origins of a nascent English nationalism in opposition to European integration, though this often seeks to legitimise British rather than English sovereignty. Furthermore, there is a body of evidence suggesting the emergence of a more politically orientated English national identity which is distinct from (but clearly taps into) the pre-devolution resurgence of cultural identification with England evident since at least the early 1990s (Aughey 2007; Hayton et al. 2009 ). This political Englishness has been underpinned increasingly by a sense of grievance regarding England's place within the asymmetric post-devolution Union, and the feeling that English taxpayers are unfairly subsidising higher levels of public expenditure in Scotland than they themselves enjoy. Between 2000 and 2011 for example, the British Social Attitudes survey suggests a doubling (to 42 percent) of the proportion of people in England who believed that Scotland received more than its fair share of government spending (Ormston 2012, 7) . But while Ormston states this evidence of English resentment over finance is not a national identity issue, others argue that it is one indication of the emergence of a discrete 'English political community' which will seek political recognition (Wyn-Jones et al. 2012, 2) .
Secondly, devolution not only created new legislatures in Scotland and Wales, but it also changed the function of Westminster. Mitchell (2009, 218) suggests that the harmonious 'state of unions' which underpinned multi-national asymmetry across the UK saw England governed as a unitary state. This harmony was compromised by devolution, ensuring Westminster has become the de facto parliament for England as well as maintaining many of the important responsibilities affecting the United Kingdom as a whole (Johnson 2001, 341) . This has, according to Aughey (2009, 215) , meant Westminster has diverged from being 'the fifth nation' of the UK which sought to protect its own sovereignty towards becoming 'a fifth nation' whose diffusionist tendencies have encouraged a shift from centripetal to centrifugal party politics. The unionist political parties are now therefore faced with the challenges of adapting to an increasingly Anglicised Westminster which requires them to speak -often simultaneously -for England and the UK as a whole whilst (doi: 10.1111/j.1467-856X.2012.00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014) and is available online at: http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1467-856X.2012.00543.x/abstract 3 also connecting with national polities and electorates in Scotland, Wales and (to a much lesser extent) Northern Ireland.
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Thirdly, changing dynamics within the main unionist parties are creating pressures which increasingly demand a response from Westminster. These reflect both the new multi-level governance structures within which parties now operate, and political calculations and strategies for success in different electoral arenas. In January 2011, for example, prominent Welsh Conservative Harri Lloyd Davies called for the breakaway of the Welsh party from its English counterparts, arguing they were 'still seen as "boys from London"' who did not look 'Welsh enough' (BBC 2011a -authenticated version (doi: 10.1111 -authenticated version (doi: 10. /j.1467 -authenticated version (doi: 10. -856X.2012 -authenticated version (doi: 10. .00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014 United Kingdom on existing territorial boundaries, it also raises questions as to how and whether Anglo-centric multi-national unionist parties can continue to represent the UK as a whole in their current form. As this paper discusses, these factors raise raises important questions as to the identities and political cores of multi-national parties in the UK.
Devolution and British Multi-national Party Politics
The relationship between a territorially-bounded nation-state and its political system is typically understood to be underpinned by an assumed congruence, though special arrangements may be made for overseas citizens and some extra-national constituencies which are represented within national political institutions. However many modern polities form supra-national constitutional links within entities such as the European Union (EU) which both dilute and diffuse national sovereignty whilst also extending the remit of -authenticated version (doi: 10.1111 -authenticated version (doi: 10. /j.1467 -authenticated version (doi: 10. -856X.2012 -authenticated version (doi: 10. .00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014 The complexities of multi-layered political systems, particularly an asymmetrically-devolved multi-national framework such as the UK, pose serious conceptual and normative challenges for those seeking to understand the interactions of political parties (Deschouwer 2003 British political parties are often viewed as singular entities, thus making assumptions about their internal cohesion and multi-layered integration. But although intra-party relationsthe vertical and horizontal organisational characteristics and relationships inside political parties -are separate from their respective party systems, they frequently blur and overlap (Deschouwer 2003) . This is particularly true of multi-national parties in the UK who contest elections in more than one devolved national political system as well as the overarching UK Democrats has encouraged its conflation with the overarching federal party (Lynch 1998) .
If political parties are primarily organisations that seek candidates to win elections to aggregate and maximise political power and influence (Katz 2006) , the election strategies This has had implications for the cohesive nature of policy frameworks and party identity as the diffusion of centralised party authority has compromised their ability to maintain
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10.1111/j.1467-856X.2012.00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014) In sum, devolution has radically altered the context within which political parties in the UK operate, creating opportunities for differentiation in the devolved polities but also significant tensions for Westminster-based parties. England remains the only nation with a unitary, centralized government which is administered directly by departments of the UK government which mix UK-wide and England-specific policy. The challenge for the main parties in England, which also seek to represent and govern the UK as a whole, is to find not only the internal institutional mechanisms and structures to respond to this situation, but also appropriate discourses which balance Anglicised national conversations with their aim to speak for the UK as a whole. As the following sections illustrate, for a variety of reasons this has proven difficult for them to achieve and is continuing to develop.
Towards a party politics of Englishness?
The Conservative Party
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10.1111/j.1467-856X.2012.00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014) There is a certain irony to the Conservative response to devolution, as on the one hand they were vocal in warning of the potentially far-reaching (and generally negative) consequences of constitutional reform whilst on the other they have sought to downplay the wider transformational significance once it had occurred. By focusing their response to devolution on the relatively narrow confines of seeking to address the constitutional anomaly of the Cameron particularly, a looser and ill-defined unionism proved a useful foil for his efforts to cultivate a more inclusive Conservative image whilst also providing some resonance with the tradition of 'One Nation' conservatism (Hayton 2012, 97-100 
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Liberal Democrats and Other parties
Commitment to a federal system of government has been one of the Liberal Democrats -authenticated version (doi: 10.1111 -authenticated version (doi: 10. /j.1467 -authenticated version (doi: 10. -856X.2012 -authenticated version (doi: 10. .00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014 Lords becoming an elected upper chamber with representatives from all parts of the UK elected from existing constituencies (Nuttall 2011, 2-3 -authenticated version (doi: 10.1111 -authenticated version (doi: 10. /j.1467 -authenticated version (doi: 10. -856X.2012 -authenticated version (doi: 10. .00543.x) was published in volume 16, issue 2, pp. 251-272 (May 2014 There is however, divergence on how multiculturalism and immigration are conceptualised.
For the BNP, ethnicised conceptions of Englishness provide a 'two-fingered response' to the perceived prioritisation of immigrants and ethnic minorities over the rights of the white working class (Kenny and Lodge 2009, 227 Democrats would suggest it is best adapted to the party politics of Englishness, its divergent electoral appeal in different parts of the UK and the conflation of the English and Federal wings mean separation might prove a political necessity.
As English (2011) points out, the political mobilisation of Englishness is at present largely absent, meaning that English nationalism is on its own unlikely to be a large vote winner. by their limited appeal in domestic elections, instability in membership and party cohesion, and associations with far-right groups and even political violence (Ford, Goodwin and Cutts 2011; Goodwin and Evans 2012) . It is unlikely however that an English centrist English civic nationalist equivalent of the SNP will permeate further than the fringes of party competition in the near term. Both Labour and the Liberal Democrats appear still wedded to unionist principles, possibly due to the significant number of non-English seats they currently hold in the Westminster parliament. But it is the continued lack of an explicitly English civic institutional framework that means it is likely the emergent 'party politics of Englishness' outlined in this article will continue for the foreseeable future to overlap and conflate with its overarching British counterpart.
All of this suggests there is need for more far-reaching studies to investigate further the permeation and precise nature of the Anglicisation of party politics in England. These might take a number of forms. In examining Anglicisation it is important to remain sensitive to the risk of Anglo-centrism, and there is space for a broader comparative analysis exploring the nationalisation of party politics across the UK. As this article has highlighted, devolution has altered multi-level inter-and intra-party politics within the multi-national UK state, and
Englishness can and should be analysed as another nationalism within this context. There is also scope to analyse the changing language used by parties and politicians in England and how it relates to the UK more broadly in discussions about citizenship, identity and public policy with regards to English voters is ripe for quantitative study of speeches, manifestos and policy documents. More broadly, whether we are seeing the emergence of a 'rhetoric of Englishness' in British politics, drawing on the upsurge in cultural Englishness witnessed over the past couple of decades, and how these issues are being viewed, interpreted and discussed by politicians both in the Westminster village and beyond, could and should be explored at greater depth than has been possible here.
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